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Environmental Quality Incentives Program

Major changes heginning in FY 2003

o Locally-led priorities
= Stakeholder input
= Local workgroup recommendations

o Priority area requirement removed
o Gounty level allocations

July 18, 2002 State Technical Committee 9
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Environmental Quality Incentives Program

State Technical Committee Role

o Advisory to the State Conservationist on EQIP
ISSlies
= Program management policies/procedures
= Technical recommendations
= Information and outreach assistance
» ldentification of statewide concerns
= Ranking criteria guidance

July 18, 2002 State Technical Committee 6
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Environmental Quality Incentives Program

State Technical Committee Role

o Advisory to the State Conservationist on EQIP
Issues (continued)
» Eligible conservation practices guidance
= Innovative conservation practices
» [dentifying performance indicators
» Coordination with others

July 18, 2002 State Technical Committee 1
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Microsoft Excel - Runs on ResourceConcem.xls M= E

Texct | Ereyious | Zoom I Print. Page Break Preview | Clase | Help |
USDA-MRCS LOCALLY-LED RESOURCE COHCERNS THTOZ2
Oklahoma Weighted Resource Concerns Summany
Total Acres
Heeding FA($) Weighted fverage
Rank | Occurrence | Resource Specific Resource Concern Treatment |  Heeded Value | Difference| Weight
1 37 |Plants Magt-Pet-Brush (Redcedar) Total 3 167,000] $157 1 33,750 B0 145 23
- 2 40 |Sail Erosion-Concentrated Flow-Classic Gullies (Graangland) Total 609,282) $110,054,750 705 20 1.8
3 45 |Sail Erosion-Sheet & Rill (Cropland) Total 1,311,178) $44690178 B35 118 1.5
4 27 |Plants Mgt-Pest-Weeds (Musk Thistle) Total 648,900  §&,207,225 7.0 1.0 21
5 45[Enimals__|Habitat-Water (D omestic) Total 1,419,030] $43457,250 6.0 140 1.2]
[} 21 |Plants Condition-Plant Health & Wigor Total 2 671,200) $32790 400 420 3.0 2.0
7 15Plants Magt-Pest (Mixed B rush & Weed) Total 1,618,423 560,269,325 390 40 2.2
B 10[Plants Mgt Pest-Brush (Mesquite) Total 745,988 331 592,579 350 10 35
- - | 9 AT [Water Quality-Surface Water Contamina nt i ganics) Total 949175) $13,904,500 340 9.0 2.0
10 17|Plants Mat-Hutrient Mat Total 1,053,372| $20,265,000 250 20 1.5]
| il 14 |Plants Mgt-Estab ihH et ingland) Total 1,182,058) $23534,900 230 1.0 1.6
12 G[Flants___ |Mgt-Pest-Weeds (Sericea Lespedeza) Total 352000] $11395,250 720 50 73
13 15| Animals -Population & Resourc e Balance (Domestic) Total 2,085181] $10,383 657 190 10 1.3
14 13 [Water Quality-Surface Water Contaminates (Sediment/Turbidity) Total 482676 $10,364,200 18.0 0.0 1.4
13 11| Soil Erosion-Concentrated Flow-Classic Gullies (Cropland) Total 199930) $12,731,730 1860 1.0 1.6
- 16 7|Soil Erosion-Concentrated Flow-E pherneral (Cropland) Total 283500 $I06T2214 170 30 2.4
17 19 \Water Quantity-Excess Amourts (Flooding) Total 1,087 535] $39,220,000 140 20 0.7
18 7|Plants Condition-Plant Productivity [ iversity) Total 481,000) $16,190,000 120 1.0 1.7
19 4water Quantity-Restricted Flow Capacity From Sediment Deposition Total 95,500[  $3625,000 "o 20 2.8
20 13 |Sail Erosion-; k Total 18,581 99,363,490 a0 0.0 0.7
21 §| =il Erosion-Wind (Cropland) Total 621,500) $17,870,500 9.0 0.0 1.1
72 B [Water Quantity-Water Mgt (Irrigated Land) Total 229.000] $13,777,750 a0 10 s
23 10jAnimals  |Habitat-Food (Wildlife) Total 473 E00)  FTOT1 500 &0 0.0 0.8
24 7|Plants Mat-Pest-Weeds (Grazingland) Total B52,132] $9445.3189 an 10 141
25 13|Animalz  |Habitat-CoverShelter (Wildlife) Total 3,231,500)  $9,055,570 70 3.0 0.5
26 3|Plants Migt-E stab/G rowth Harvest (Forestry) Total 125000 $12/130000 40 0.0 1.3
27 2|Plants Mgt-Pest-Brush (Sagebrush & Shinnery) Total 308,000  %2,795,000 40 1] 2.0
28 3|Plants Suitability-Plants Hot Suitable for Intended Use (Abandoned Cropland) Total 116,000 $2,760,000 40 0.0 1.3
29 2[\Water Quality-G roundwater Contaminates (Hutrients) Total 215,000]  $1,600,000 40 1.0 2.0
30 3|Animals  [Habitat-Food (Domestic) Total 226,000)  $2A72500 30 0.0 1.0
H 5| Anim als habi‘a‘l-Wale( (Wildlife) Total 55,800 §2,005,000 30 0.0 0.6
32 1[Flants___|Mgt-Pest-Brush B lackberries) Total 15,000 $200,000 30 00 50
33 2|Plants Mgt-Pest-Brush (B ois d*Arc) Total 27500  $2375000 30 0.0 1.5
34 3[R lants Mat-Pest-Brush (5agebrush) Total 135,000 $691 575 30 0.0 10
35 3| Sail Condition-Soil Compaction Total 454000 %4032,000 3l [il] 10
36 2| Soil Condition-Soil Contaminates (Excess Animal Waste) Total 122700 3,014,300 30 1.0 1.5
Er 1|Flants Condition-Plant Proguctivity (Crop Mgty Total 80,000 $640,000 20 0.0 20
38 1|Plants Condition-Plant-Productivity (Diversity) Total 240,000 F960,000 20 0.0 20
1|Plants -Pest-Brush (Salt Cedar) Total 3000 63,000

Preview: Page 1af2 ‘ T [ T RmM
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Environmental Quality Incentives Program

Local Workgroup Assistance
o Convened by the local conservation district

o Membership IS local, state, Federal, or Tribal
government officials

o Review locally-led products from stakeholder
meetings - conservation Needs Assessment

for natural resource conservation - conservation
Action Plan

July 18, 2002 State Technical Committee 1
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Mext | Previous Print... | Setup... | Margins | Page Break Preview | Close | Help |
1 1 . Environmental Quality Incentives Program iz
= = i Allocation Model
EROPOISED
L = £ Example Allocation Distribution Table for EQIP - Figures ARE HOT Actual
_ = v American Indian Tribes $500,000
Linderserved Communities Gutreach (CBOg) $100,000
- Base (Equity Model) §7,700,000
3 Local Emphasis Areas (LEA) $2,632,000
s - Surface and Groundwater §1,000,000
Localy Led Matural Resource Priotites (LLNRC) §3,068,000
Total Allocation 15,000,000
- - -
rl 0 rltl es L County Field Office FIPS Equity Base LEA Groundwater LLNRC Totals
= Adair Stibwell 001 100,000 $100,000
3 3 - Alfalfa Cherokee 003 100,000 F500,000 F600,000
| E g E Atoka Aloka 0455 $100,000 $100,000
Beaver Beaver oov $100,000 §175,000 §275,000
Beckham |Sayre ong $100,000 §40,000 $140,000
. . | Blaine Watanga 011 $100,000 §100,000)
= . Bryan Durant 013 $100,000 $100,000
= Cadda Anadarko 014 $100,000 £300,000 $400,000
Canadian  [El Rena 017 $100,000 F200,000 $200,000
L L Carter Ardmaore 014 $100,000 $65,000 $165,000
= Cherokee  [Tahleguah 021 $100,000 §100,000
= Choctaw  [Hugo 023 $100,000 $100,000
Cimarron  [Baise City 025 $100,000 $225 000 325000
Cleveland  |Morman 027 $100,000 §100,000
Coal Coalgate 024 $100,000 $100,000)
» y Comanche |Lawton 031 $100,000 $a0,000 $1560,000)
- Catton Walters 033 $100,000 §100,000)
= Craig Yinita 035 $100,000 $100,000
Craek Brigtow 037 $100,000 $100,000
S P Custer Clinton Juele] $100,000 $100,000
Delaware  [Jay 041 §100,000 §100,000
Dewey Taloga 043 $100,000 $100,000
. . Ellis Arnett 048 §100,000 §70,000 §170,000
! | Garfield Enid 047 $100,000 $100,000)
Garvin Pauls Valley 044 $100,000 §100,000
nnnnn hd

v
Fi Fi Preview: Page 1 of 2 | e T e e
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Local-Conseruation Priorities -
Local tuigiliasis Areas
Local priority -

5 7
| =R ';:o;j:,.\-- cod -::a;r.:.r.l R o 11" = 10 5
Locally described* hrief proposal process
0 - Baron For Norih Adair Co 12 15518 -
09 - Cherokee Nabtion Tribal 13 I 19 5
gl 0 - SE Noble Qougty -
Targnﬂ focused natural resource conservation
2 ¥
14 - W¥Gan County T8N RIE 20
e o & ngs Aguifer
LN stimbers 2z o
21 - Midaie : 25
Tiedtolocal Conservation Neéds Assessments
25 - 'I!\—:‘a:slur Trail Q ;
27T = Milo
Tiedtolocal C tion Action Pl i
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LEGEND
- 01 -

02 -
-G -
04 - Pawnee, Ponca, Kaw, Otoe & Tonkawa
05 -
- Osage Hills Grazing Lands
- NW Rogers County
- Baron Fork North Adair Co

Environmental Quality Incentives Program

Settlers Ditch Restoration Project
Eagle Chief Creek
Cottorwood Canyon

Osage Mation Natural Resources

- Cherckee Nation Tribal

- SE Moble County

- Lake Carl Blackwell

- RogerMills Scotch Thistle

- Cheyenne - Arapaho

- Logan County T16M R1E

- East Deep Fork

- Kickapoo Nations Watershed
- Caddo Co - Rush Springs Aquifer
- Sugar Creek

- South Canadian Crosstimbers
- NE Cache Creek

- Middle Deep Red Run

- Comanche Mation Cleanup

- Northwest Beaver Creek

- Beaver Creek

- Mud Creek

= Chisholm Trail

- Mila

- Choctaw Mation

- Little and Red River ¥ 2K Environmental
- Alfalfa County Grazing Lands

Local Emphasis Areas
2003

o 1 3

2 %30 4

43 (| Siqg

State Technical Committee
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Local Conservation Priorities - County Level
Funding Model

Allocation = Equity base + Local Emphasis Area +
Locally-led Natural Resources

July 18,2002 State Technical Committee 15
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Environmental Quality Incentives Program

State Technical GCommittee Action

o Prioritize Natural Resource Concerns - working
from local concerns

o INput/discussion of funding process
= Model
= Locally-led process - stimulate - STC Referral

July 18, 2002 State Technical Committee 16
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File Edit Wwiew Insert Format Tools Table window Help

Oklahoma Model Resource Concern Ranking Criteria
GVIIIIEIIIIIII&G]'JIEI'M

he local resource issues and concerns.
use in locally developed worksheets

- -
- o Madel erileris

ropland)

=

Review and discussion on application

e development of local ranking criteria worksheets for evaluating
nsultation with the local work group, should select from the

Suggested changes to
the following criteria will be submitted to the ASTCZP) for concurrence of the State Conservationist before adoption and

Offer INciLdes planned reatment of the following erosion type(s) on cropland to the quality criteria
level on the entire operating unit {checlk and score all that apply).
--:

o [LOCAlI2E

Score

IH"UEH‘I\IIll'brlllllﬂillbidi'ﬁi!kiill ]

strict ..

0.2 xtonsdyr. saved
A 1 Eiill REY | I” ; DERRY = saved
[ it | | | | | ' res stabiliz ed

Resource: Soil Concern Condition - Tilth {Cropland)

sgfm Egg!gaﬁ Bvahmmﬁnﬂﬁeﬁﬁnns

Score
S0 points
Resource 80|I Concern Condltlon Compactlon (Cropland)
ml |_| | | ' A% Miffar imchirac slannad frostroont e ieeeermee coil cormnactios om eranland oo tho cooalite critoria ool
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Environmental Quality Incentives Program

Gonservation Practice and Gost Lists

o State list with most practices from the Field
Office Technical Guide

o Tailored atthe local level to link available
practicesto priority resource issues

e Reviewed and updated annually -
Conservation ProgramAverage Costs Subcommittee

July 18, 2002 State Technical Committee 18
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Environmental Quality Incentives Program

I Ialns n““l'er aaaaaaa
Aquifer , - et :-. i S [ g R

» Land irrigated 4 of past 6 years (1997- 20021

= Land with physical structures inplace and canahle*
of heing irrigated as of May 13, 2002

=» Land irrigated in past 12 months preceding May 13,
2002

July 18, 2002 State Technical Committee 20
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Environmental Quality Incentives Program
State Technical Committee - Discussion High

Plains Aquifer
o Treatment of expiring Gonservation Reserve Program [CRP) -
irrigﬂtﬂd cronla“d G High Plains Aquifer Boundary =
o __..Okl.al'.lor.na | B
o Priority for water conservation - | |
Z o ~ 1 Ogallala Aquif
» Furrow irrigated
= Sprinkier conversion el e e Sy
=» LEPA, LPIC, Subsurface drip(SDI) = O NRCS gl

= Conversion of crops or permanent cover

July 18, 2002 State Technical Committee 21
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Essentially unchanged in the 2002 Farm Bill

o Gontinuous statewide sign-up

o Scheduled evaluation and application selection
periods

o Applications on-hand exceed $4.48 million

July 18, 2002 State Technical Committee
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State Technical Gommittee - Discussion

o Wildlife habitat resource priorities for Oklahoma
= Statewide
= Regional/local

o Application evaluation criteria - review

o Gontract limitations
» No limitation
= Fund off ranking list up to $50,000 per contract
» Over $50,000 - Subcommittee review and determination

July 18, 2002 State Technical Committee 23
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State Technical Gommittee - Discussion

o Wetland resource priorities for Oklahoma
= Statewide
= Regional/local

o Anplication evaluation criteria - review

Red Slough - 75300 acres
July 18, 2002 State Technical Committee 24



United States Department of Agriculture

| Natural Resources Conservation Service

Other Program Undates
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